disseminate skaplonking, an anonymous Committee of Skaplonking, or COS, could be formed, not unlike the Committee on Publication Ethics (COPE), in terms of its noble objectives.
In order to detect skaplonking and self-skaplonking, software would be useful and I propose a new product name: TurnipSkaplonk, so as not to be confused with the now popular, non-free TunitIn ® software by iParadigms. The wider scientific community should make TurnipSkaplonk open free-ware, thus benefitting science and not business. And, to more easily allow for the wider acceptance of this euphemistic neologism, a Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license would allow the use of the term skaplonk and all of its derivative forms, provided that the original source is fully referenced, namely this paper and the comment section at [1] . Finally, the sleuths who are working hard to detect cases of skaplonking are encouraged to use this new term. The STM publishers, including their editors and journals, have the responsibility of scanning all papers in their repositories for cases of skaplonking or self-skaplonking. There would be no costs of completing this arduous task by free-ware TurnipSkaplonk in which a report could be generated in real time, online. IT specialists are urged to rapidly develop TurnipSkaplonk, thus removing all costs to authors, and boldly reinforcing publishing ethics.
My critics would claim that adding the term "skaplonking" to an already noisy publishing landscape would serve no new purpose. I would disagree. It would provide one more tool with which scientists could defend the validity of their statements and claims, potentially buffering from negative associations associated with the use of the term "plagiarism", or its derivatives.
